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regulations known as Smritis were indicative, rather than
inflexible, codes of conduct. They never had the validity
of law such as is known to modern lawyers. The obser-
vance of the restraints of the Smritis was enforced more
by  social  than  legal  sanctions.  The   Smritis  were,   as
is evident from the self-contradictory verses to be found
in  them,   continually   passing,   like   ourselves,   through
evolutionary   changes,   and  were   adapted  to   the   new
discoveries that were being made in social science. Wise
kings were free to procure new interpretations to suit new
conditions. Hindu religion or Hindu shastras never had
the changeless and unchanging character that is now being
sought to be given to them. No doubt in those days there
' were kings and their councillors who had the wisdom and
authority required to command the respect and allegiance
of society. But now the custom has grown up of thinking
that Smritis and everything that goes by the name of
shastras is absolutely unchangeable. The verses which we
find to be unworkable or altogether repugnant to our
moral sense we conveniently ignore. This very unsatis-
factory state of things has to be, some day or other and
somehow, changed, if Hindu society is to become a progres-
sive unit in human evolution. The British rulers cannot
make these changes because of their different religion and
their   different   ideal.   Their   ideal   is   to   sustain   their
commercial   supremacy   and   to   sacrifice   every   other
interest, moral or otherwise, for the attainment of that
ideal.   Unless,  therefore,   Hindu  public  opinion   clearly
demands it, and it can be made without any injury to their
ideal, no drastic change in our custom or so-called laws will
be attempted or countenanced by them. And it is difficult
to focus Hindu public opinion on identical points in a vast
territory  like  British India   covering  many  schools   of
thought and law. And such public opinion as there is is
naturally and necessarily preoccupied with the struggle for
political freedom. A State like Mysore, however, has no
such limitations or preoccupations. In my humble opinion
it is its duty to anticipate British India in the matter of
removing the anachronisms in the Hindu Law and the like.